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Sir: 

The present Election is being filed in response to an Office Action dated May 15, 2003 in 
the above-captioned application (the "Application"). Claims 1-45 are currently pending in the 
Application. In the Office Action, it was asserted that the Application contains claims directed 
to two distinct inventions. Specifically, it was asserted that Claims 1-36 and Claims 37-45 are 
distinct, although related to each other as a process of making and product made. The basis for 
this assertion is that the claimed product can be made by a process other than that recited in 
claims 37-45. 

As a result, the Examiner issued a restriction requirement requiring the election of a 
single group of claims for prosecution. The claims as grouped by the Examiner appear as 
follows: 
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I. Claims 1-36 

II. Claims 37-45 

The Applicant respectfully traverses the restriction requirement. 

Under the patent statute, 35 U.S.C. § 121, an application may be properly required to be 
restricted to one of two or more claimed inventions, only if they are able to support separate 
patents and they are either independent or distinct. 37 C.F.R. 1.141; MPEP 803. However, if the 
search and examination of an entire application can be made without serious burden, then the 
examiner must examine it all on the merits, even if it includes claims to distinct or independent 
inventions. MPEP 803. 

Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1-45 require only a single search, and can be 
examined together without undue burden on the Examiner. The Applicant therefore respectfully 
requests that the restriction requirement be withdrawn. 

Notwithstanding the above and in order to comply with the election requirement, the 
Applicant hereby elects to prosecute the claims of Group I (i.e., claims 1-36) in the present 
application. 

Date: June 13, 2003 Respectfully submitted, 




Shawn K.'Eeppo 
Registration No. 50,311 
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